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Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed May 31 , 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The Applicant's argued that a combination of Stammler et al. and Brown et al. 
would crfate a device which, for each feature, would require the many different engines 
of Brown et al. (see page 5 of Applicant's arguments). Multiple speech recognition 
engines in a combination of Stammler et al. and Brown et al. would therefore not each 
be "specific" to one non-dialing feature, as argued by the Applicant (see page 6 of 
Applicant's arguments). 

However, this argument is not persuasive for several reasons. The Applicant's 
arguments suggest that a speech recognition engine that is "specific" to a non-dialing 
feature of a device is a speech recognition engine with is exclusive to that feature. That 
is, to follow the Applicant's presented example, a calendar feature would activate only 
the calendar speech recognition engine. 

However, this position is not supported by either the specification or the claims 
themselves. The claims recite activating " at least one " non-dialing feature specific 
recognition engines to operate the non-dialing feature of the device using the 
recognition results from the at least one feature-specific speech recognition engine. 
Therefore, more than one "non dialing feature specific" engines may be activated in 
response to a user requesting a single non-dialing feature of the device. Furthermore, 
the specification goes on at length as to the advantages of feeding audio input to more 
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than one separate recognition engine (see, for example, paragraph 33 and paragraph 
39 of the specification). 

Therefore, in light of the specification, a speech recognition engine that is 
"specific to one non-dialing feature of the device" is not a speech recognition engine that 
is exclusive to that particular feature and is the only recognition engine used in 
recognizing commands for that particular function, but rather, is a speech recognition 
engine that is most suited for or particularly fitted for that feature. 

Similarly, Brown et al. teaches using multiple speech recognition engines that are. 
each assigned to recognize a particular type of spoken utterance increases the 
accuracy of recognition results and allows recognition to proceed more quickly and with 
less disruption to the user (column 6, lines 29-36). Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of invention would be motivated to include a separate recognition engine 
for each non-dialing feature available in the system disclosed by Stammler et al. 
Although such a system may utilize multiple recognition engines for a particular feature, 
each recognition engine would be "specific to a non-dialing feature of the device" in that 
each engine would be determined to provide the highest reliability for recognizing a 
particular type of utterance associated with a non-dialing feature (see column 3, lines 
44-49 of Brown et al.). 

Regarding the use of Official Notice in the rejection of claims 25 and 32, the 
Applicant admits that it is well known in the art to include a variety of non-dialing 
features into a single device (see page 6 of Applicant's arguments). Therefore, the well 
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known in the art statement is taken to be admitted prior art. Furthermore, with regard to 
the argument that "it didn't occur to anyone... to make speech recognition engines 
specific to those non-dialing features", as explained above, the incorporation of a 
separate speech recognition engine for each available feature of a device would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention, in view of 
Stammler et al. and Brown et al. Further, while Stammler et al. and Brown et al. do not 
teach the specific features of claims 25 and 32 (selected from the group of MESSAGES, 
CALENDAR, TO DO, MEMO, FAX, and EMAIL), it is well known in the art to include 
these features in a device. Therefore, a combination of Stammler et al.. Brown et al. 
and the Applicants admitted prior art would include a separate speech recognition 
engine for each of the specific features listed in claims 25 and 32. 

2. Therefore, for the reasons given above, the previous rejections are maintained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
i forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 20-24, 26, 28, and 30-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Stammler et al. (U.S. Patent 6,839,670), in view of Brown et al. (U.S. 
Patent 6,377,922). 
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In regard to claims 20 and 28, Stammler et al. disclose a device (Fig. 2) and 
cellular telephone (a car phone is necessarily a cellular telephone, column 12, lines 38- 
40) comprising: 

a feature command speech recognition unit to perform recognition of a user 
command requesting a non-dialing feature of said device (speaker independent 
recognizer recognizes the user's request of a function, including non-dialing functions 
such as station frequency, column 12, lines 41-43 and 48-53 and column 13, lines 22- 
34); 

at least two speech recognition engines, one of which is specific to one non- 
dialing feature of the device to perform recognition on a voice input (when the user 
selects the "name selection" function, a switch to the speaker-dependent recognizer is 
made to recognize the name, including names or functions associated with non-dialing 
features, column 12, lines 41-43 and 48-53, column 13, lines 47-51); and 

a control unit to activate at least one of said at least two non-dialing feature 
specific speech recognition engines in accordance with the output of said non-dialing 
feature command speech recognition unit (the "name selection" function switches 
control to the speaker-dependent recognizer, column 13, lines 47-51) and to operate 
said non-dialing feature of said device using recognition results from said selected non- 
dialing feature-specific speech recognition engine whenever user input is required (the 
speaker-dependent recognizer is used to recognize the input of a name and the results 
are used to perform a function associated with that name, column 12, lines 41-43 and 
lines 50-53; column 13, lines 52-67 and Fig. 9). 
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Furthermore, as explained in the Response to Arguments section above, 
Stammler et al. specifically teach recognizing at least two different non-dialing features, 
including multiword commands (column 12, lines 45-47) and names or function words 
which are associated with non-dialing functions (such as a station frequency of a radio 
station list or a target location for navigation systems, column 12, lines 41-43 and 48- 
53). Additionally Stammler et al. teach recognizing functions, while related to telephone 
activities, that are not dialing features (such as storing numbers/names, column 14, 
lines 25-39) 

Stammler et al. do not disclose that each and every function that is available to 
the device is associated with a separate speech recognition engine that is specific to 
that function (speaker-independent recognizer is used to recognize the user's request of 
a function, as well as number dialing, see column 14, lines 2-6 and Fig. 10). 

Brown et al. disclose a plurality of speech recognition engines (Fig. 1, 105-107) 
and disclose that different speech recognition engines have different capabilities and 
provide varying degrees of reliability under different circumstances (column 3, lines 25- 
31). Further, Brown et al. disclose that using multiple speech recognition engines that 
are each assigned to recognize a particular type of spoken utterance increases the 
accuracy of recognition results and allows recognition to proceed more quickly and with 
less disruption to the user (column 6, lines 29-36). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Stammler et al. to include a separate speech recognition engine for 
each available non-dialing function in the device, in order to increase the accuracy of 
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recognition results and allow recognition to proceed more quickly and with less 
disruption to the user, as taught by Brown et al. (column 6, lines 29-36). 

In regard to claim 21, Stammler et al. disclose the device is a telephone (column 
12, lines 38-40), computer (workstation, column 12, lines 40-44), a car accessory (the 
telephone is a car phone, an the device can be used as a car navigation device, column 
12, lines 38-44), an audio device (a telephone is an "audio device"), and a voice 
controlled appliance (any device with speech recognition capabilities is a "voice 
controlled appliance"). 

In regard to claim 22, Stammler et al. disclose the telephone is a portable 
telephone and a cellular telephone (a car telephone is necessarily portable and must 
necessarily be a cellular telephone, column 12, lines 38-40). 

In regard to claims 23 and 31, Stammler et al. disclose a loader to load and 
unload said speech recognition devices independently of each other (the loading of the 
speaker dependent speech recognizer depends only on the function selected by the 
user, and not the loading of the speaker independent speech recognizer, column 1 3, 
lines 47-51 and Fig. 9). 

In regard to claim 24, Stammler et al, disclose the feature commands are a 
function of the type of device which said device is (for example, if the device is a 
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telephone the dialing of a telephone number would be a function, and for a radio, the 
selection of a station frequency would be a function column 12, lines 48-53). 

In regard to claims 26 and 30, Stammler et al. do not disclose a feature is 
associated with at least two speech recognition engines and said control unit activates 
said at least two speech recognition engines in parallel. 

Brown et al. disclose recognizing a command with two speech recognition 
engines in parallel (column 5, lines 54-67). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify Stammler et al. to recognize associate a feature with at least two 
recognition engines and activate at least two recognition engines in parallel, in order to 
allow speech recognition to proceed more quickly and accurately, with less disruption to 
the user, as taught by Brown et al. (column 6, lines 29-36). 

5. Claims 25 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stammler et al., in view of Brown et al., and further in view of Applicant's Admitted 
prior art (see Response to Arguments section above). 

In regard to claims 25 and 32, Stammler et al. disclose any functions may be 
included as feature commands (column 13, lines 34-36). 

Stammler et al. and Brown et al. do not explicitly disclose that the additional 
functions are selected from the group consisting of MESSAGES, CALENDAR, TO DO, 
MEMO, FAX, and EMAIL. 
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Applicant's Admitted prior art discloses it is notoriously well known in the art to 
incorporate non-dialing features (such as a calendar) into a device such as a portable 
telephone, so that a separate device is not needed for each specific function (i.e. a 
separate calendar device, fax device, etc.). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to further modify the combination of Stammler et al. and Brown et al. to 
include feature specific speech recognition engines for feature commands selected from 
the group consisting of MESSAGES, CALENDAR, TO DO, MEMO, FAX, and EMAIL, so 
that a separate device would not be needed for each function. Additionally, using 
multiple speech recognition engines that are each assigned to recognize a particular 
type of spoken utterance (such as a specific feature command) increases the accuracy 
of recognition results and allows recognition to proceed more quickly and with less 
disruption to the user. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1,1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brian L. Albertalli whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
7616. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri, 8:00 AM - 5:30 PM, every 
second Fri off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on (571) 272-7843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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